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supplies. The commons by this time had made up their minds
that redress of grievances must have precedence. Voices were
even heard hinting that the favourite was the greatest grievance
of all. Charles thereupon hurriedly dissolved his first parliament,
and thus terminated the opening scene in the long tragedy that
ended twenty-four years later upon the scaffold.
His position continued to grow worse, for the expedition to
Cadiz1 returned in disgrace and the tension between the English
and French courts was increasing so rapidly as to threaten war.
The attempt to raise money by the issue of privy seals asking
individuals to lend specific sums of money failed so completely
that it was plainly necessary to summon another parliament.
Charles did his best to smooth his path by ordering strict en-
forcement of the penal laws, by appointing as sheriffs the leaders
of the opposition in the late parliament, and by appointing
Laud to preach to the two houses when they assembled. His
sermon is a remarkable exposition of the views, on the unity of
church and state, that prevailed at court. It was declared that
a royal command must be God's glory, and obedience to it the
subject's honour. It was asserted that the king would never
depart from God's service, from the care of his people, or from
the wise managing of his treasure. Laud's biographer remarks
that this was sound doctrine but was not acceptable to the
auditors.2 Soon they were listening to an orator of very different
type—Eliot—on the late disasters. He roundly declared: 'Our
honour is ruined, our ships are sunk, our men perished; not by
the sword, not by the enemy, not by chance, but, us the strongest
predictions had discerned and made it appear beforehand, by
those we trust'.s His speech really determined the history of this
parliament, for it convinced members that a strict accounta-
bility for the p$st must precede any provision for the future.
The commons soon found that in their endeavour to establish
the responsibility for Mansfeld's disastrous expedition4 they were
hampered by the refusal of the council of war to testify as to the
opinions of individual members. Charles upheld them in their
refusal: 'It is not you that they aim at, but it is me upon whom
they make inquisition, and for subsidies, they will not hinder
1 Below, pp. 59-60.
3 Laud, Works, i. 63-90 (text from Pa. cxxii, 3-5) j Peter Heylyn, Qflrimu An*
gticus (1668), p. 146,
3 Gardiner, vi. 62,	* See below, pp. 57-8,

